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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on April 3, 
2003, has been entered. 

2. Claims 10-20 are pending in this application. 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 10-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hirotaka, Japanese Patent No. 8106439 in view of Computer Product Update Journal, 
and further in view of Hotaling et al (hereinafter Hotaling), U.S. Patent No. 5,124,912. 

Regarding to claim 10, Hirotaka discloses a schedule management system 
comprising: 

a schedule server which stores schedules of participants and schedules of 
equipments reserved by ones of participants (see abstract, "portable information 
terminal"); and 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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a plurality of remote client devices operatively connected to schedule server, 
which allow client users to input schedules of participants and request an idle time 
retrieval from schedule server (see abstract, "external computer"). 

Hirotaka does not teach the degree of significance is provided to participants 
respectively so that schedules of participants are grouped in the order of degree of 
significance to thereby produce the idle time corresponding to degree of significance. 
However, Computer Product Update teaches scheduling package for groups of workers. 
Users can be grouped together and their calendars collectively searched to retrieve free 
time for the groufDS (see entire document). Hotaling teaches grouping the participant 
based the degree of significance (column 5, lines 19-35, critical and non-critical 
participants). Moreover, it is obvious that the process of retrieving an idle time common 
from one group as a retrieval condition for retrieving an idle time common for another 
group of plurality of groups will work the same as retrieves an idle time common from 
one person as a retrieval condition for retrieving an idle time common for another 
person of plurality of people, because one group may contain only one person. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to improve the method of Hirotaka by combining 
the feature taught by Computer Product Update and Hotaling above for the purpose of 
time consuming, because the participants with the same degree of significant are 
grouped together to retrieve the common free time for the group, thus the process does 
not need to repeat many times for the participants having the same degree of 
significant. 

Regarding to claim 15, Hirotaka in combining with Computer Product Update and 
Hotaling (see claim 10 above) teach schedule server comprises a communication 
controller (see abstract, "communication means 4) which provides registration for a 
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special group, and wherein idle time is retrieved so that at least one of participants and 
equipments in special group satisfies a retrieval condition for retrieving idle time. 

Regarding to claims 16-17, Hirotaka in combining with Computer Product Update 
and Hotaling (see claim 10 above) teach schedule server further comprises a data 
access unit (see abstract, "external schedule access means 8) which accesses selected 
databases in accordance with instructions for retrieving the idle time common form 
plurality of groups. 

Regarding to claim 1 1 , Hirotaka discloses a schedule management system 
comprising: 

a schedule server which stores schedules of participants and schedules of 
equipments reserved by ones of participants (see abstract, "portable information 
terminal"); and 

a plurality of remote client devices operatively connected to schedule server, 
which allow client users to input schedules of participants and request an idle time 
retrieval from schedule server (see abstract, "external computer"), wherein schedule 
server comprises databases which store schedules of participants and schedules of 
equipments reserved by ones of participants (see abstract, "storage means 2"), and a 
multistagous idle time retrieval unit which retrieves an idle time common from one 
person as a retrieval condition for retrieving an idle time common for another person of 
plurality of people (see abstract, "the free time retrieval means 10"). 
Hirotaka does not teach the degree of significance is provided to participants 
respectively so that schedules of participants are grouped in the order of degree of 
significance to thereby produce the idle time corresponding to degree of significance. 
However, Computer Product Update teaches scheduling package for groups of workers. 
Users can be grouped together and their calendars collectively searched to retrieve free 
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time for the groups (see entire document). Hotaling teaches grouping the participant 
based the degree of significance (column 5, lines 19-35, critical and non-critical 
participants). Moreover, it is obvious that the process of retrieving an idle time common 
from one group as a retrieval condition for retrieving an idle time common for another 
group of plurality of groups will work the same as retrieves an idle time common from 
one person as a retrieval condition for retrieving an idle time common for another 
person of plurality of people, because one group may contain only one person. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to improve the method of Hirotaka by combining 
the feature taught by Computer Product Update and Hotaling above for the purpose of 
time consuming, because the participants with the same degree of significant are 
grouped together to retrieve the common free time for the group, thus the process does 
not need to repeat many times for the participants having the same degree of 
significant. 

Regarding to claim 18, Hirotaka in combining with Computer Product Update and 
Hotaling (see claim 1 1 above) teach schedule server comprises a communication 
controller which provides registration for a special group, and wherein idle time is 
retrieved so that at least one of participants and equipments in special group satisfies a 
retrieval condition for retrieving idle time (see abstract, "communication means 4"). 

Regarding to claims 19-20, Hirotaka in combining with Computer Product Update 
and Hotaling (see claim 1 1 above) teach schedule server further comprises a data 
access unit which accesses selected databases in accordance with instructions for 
retrieving the idle time common form plurality of groups (see abstract, "external 
schedule access means 8"). 
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Regarding to claim 12, Hirotaka discloses a schedule retrieval method for 
retrieving a schedule, comprising: accepting a first conference-holding condition of 
schedule; 

comparing one group in plurality of groups obtained to make a coincide result be 
a second conference-holding condition; comparing one of plurality of groups, which is 
not yet compared with any previous conference-holding, second conference-holding 
condition, and outputting a retrieval result obtained (see abstract). 

Hirotaka does not teach the degree of significance is provided to participants 
respectively so that schedules of participants are grouped in the order of degree of 
significance to thereby produce the idle time corresponding to degree of significance. 
However, Computer Product Update teaches scheduling package for groups of workers. 
Users can be grouped together and their calendars collectively searched to retrieve free 
time for the groups (see entire document). Hotaling teaches grouping the participant 
based the degree of significance (column 5, lines 19-35, critical and non-critical 
participants). Moreover, it is obvious that the process of retrieving an idle time common 
from one group as a retrieval condition for retrieving an idle time common for another 
group of plurality of groups will work the same as retrieves an idle time common from 
one person as a retrieval condition for retrieving an idle time common for another 
person of plurality of people, because one group may contain only one person. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to improve the method of Hirotaka by combining 
the feature taught by Computer Product Update and Hotaling above for the purpose of 
time consuming, because the participants with the same degree of significant are 
grouped together to retrieve the common free time for the group, thus the process does 
not need to repeat many times for the participants having the same degree of 
significant. 



# 
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Regarding to claim 13, Hirotaka discloses a schedule server apparatus coupled 
to terminal apparatuses allocated to schedule-reserving persons and schedule-reserved 
persons through a communication line for retrieving idle time of a schedule, comprising: 

communication control means for transmitting data to terminal apparatuses and 
for receiving data from terminal apparatuses (see abstract, "communication means 4"); 
and 

retrieving means for dividing each of schedules registered for a plurality of 
people or a plurality of equipment into a plurality of groups and retrieving common idle 
time among plurality of groups (see abstract, the free time retrieval means 10"). 

Hirotaka does not teach the degree of significance is provided to participants 
respectively so that schedules of participants are grouped in the order of degree of 
significance to thereby produce the idle time corresponding to degree of significance. 
However, Computer Product Update teaches scheduling package for groups of workers. 
Users can be grouped together and their calendars collectively searched to retrieve free 
time for the groups (see entire document). Hotaling teaches grouping the participant 
based the degree of significance (column 5, lines 19-35, critical and non-critical 
participants). Moreover, it is obvious that the process of retrieving an idle time common 
from one group as a retrieval condition for retrieving an idle time common for another 
group of plurality of groups will work the same as retrieves an idle time common from 
one person as a retrieval condition for retrieving an idle time common for another 
person of plurality of people, because one group may contain only one person. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to improve the method of Hirotaka by combining 
the feature taught by Computer Product Update and Hotaling above for the purpose of 
time consuming, because the participants with the same degree of significant are 
grouped together to retrieve the common free time for the group, thus the process does 
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not need to repeat nnany times for the participants having the same degree of 
significant. 

Claim 14 is written in computer program that parallel limitations found in claim 
12, therefore is rejected by the same rational. 

Conclusion 

5. Claims 10-20 are rejected. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nga B. Nguyen, whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
2901 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:30 AM-6:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hyung S. Sough, can be reached on (703) 308-0505. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 308-1113. 

7. Any response to this action should be mail to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
do Technology Center 3600 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9326, (for formal communications intended for entry) 

or: 
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(703) 308-3961 (for informal or draft communications, please 
label "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park 5, 2451 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Seventh Floor (Receptionist). 



Nga B. Nguyen 
DeoeiberiToOS 



